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Juvenile delinquency, one of today's crucial social
problems, is increasing; there are no absolute solutions,
extensive research into its nature and causes notwith¬
standing. Yet, the more we learn about the problem, the
more perplexing it becomes. Delinquency, in the past,
was regarded as aberrant behavior on the part of an
individual.^ Presently the problem, as described by
psychiatrists, sociologists and criminologists, is a
youthful reaction against certain segments of society.
It must therefore be reviewed within the larger framework
of the society itself, that is, society's values^ goals,
2
rewards, and opportunities.
Theoretical Background.—^Various theories have
been advanced to explain the problem. Many researchers
and theorists, using the monacausal approach, ascribe
physiological, psychological or sociological causes.
^Ronald Stiel, New Light on Juvenile Delinquency
(New York: Harper and Row, 1967), pp. 26-27.
^Ibid.
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Adherents of the physiological theory feel that most
misbehavior of "disturbed youngsters" results from organic
maIfunc tion.^
Those who embrace the psychological theory hold
that individual, behavior is determined by intelligence.
A widespread conception of youth who commit violent and
serious acts of delinquency is tliat they are neurotic,
emotionally disturbed, or in some way maladjusted.
Matching five hundred delinquents with five hundred
nondelinquents of similar background and studying them
^Supporting evidence may be found in the following:
Sheldon Glueck and Eleanor Glueck, Physique and Delinquency
(New York: Harper and Row, 1956); Sheldon Glueck and
Eleanor Glueck, Unraveling Juyenile Delinquency (Cambridge,
Mass.: Harvard University Press, 1950), chapter 20;
Clyde B. Vedden, Criminology (New York: Henry Holt and
Company, Inc., 1963), pp. 117-135; Trayis Hirchi, Causes
of Delinquency (Berkley, California: The University of
California Press, 1969) chapter 3; Herbert A. Bloch and
Gilbert Geis, Man, Crime and Society (New York: Random
House, 1962), pp. 119-121; William Healy and Augusta
Bronner, Delinquents and Criminals (New York: Macmillan
Company, 1926), pp. 122-130.
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in depth, the Gluecks found 9.3 percent of the delinquents
"psychopatic," as compared to .3 percent of the non-
delinquents,^
Supporters of the sociological theory, perhaps the
most numerous of all, take the position that the delinquent
youngster is not the victim of biological difficulty or
of inner psychological conflicts, but is rather the victim
of his environment. Specifically, he is the helpless
product of disruptive social forces over which he has
little or no control.
The sociological concept, at the moment is the
most fashionable. Lower class subculture, status discontent.
^This is the concensus of several researchers into
the psychological approach: Harrison E. Salisbury, The
Shook-up Generation (New York: Harper and Row, 1958);
Sheldon Glueck and Eleanor Glueck,■Delinquents, Nonde1inouents
in Perspective (Cambridge, Mass.: 1968); Elizabeth Hurlock,
Adolescent Develotament . (New York:- McGraw-H^.11 Book Company,
1967), ppi ,467"-478;; Herbert Bloch and Frank Flynn,
belincfuencv (New York: Random House, ■ 1966)»“ p. ' 11; S , V,
Didato, "Scone Recent Trends in Juvenile Delinquency,"
Mental Hygiene, (October, 1969), pp, 545-549; Joseph J.
Michaels, Disorders of Character (Springfield, Ill.:
Charles C. Thomas, 1955), pp. 55-57.
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inequality of opportvinity, slum clearance, recreational
facilities, even racial integration can all be lumped
in this ideological bin,^
Based on findings from their famous Chicago Area
Project and other research projects, the late Clifford
Shaw and his assistant, Henry D.McKay, concluded that
delinquency is closely related to one's environment. These
theorists assert that delinquency is learned through
association or contacts the individual encounters during
different periods of his life span.^
No one monolithic theory is adequate to explain
the cause of delinquency. Admitting the flexibility of
human behavior, the frame of reference for this study is
^This is the opinion of several researchers who have
investigated the interrelatedness of environment and
delinquency: Ivan Nye, Family Relationships and Delinquent
Behavior (New York; John Wiley and Sons, 1958), p. 4;
Edwin H. Sutherland and Donald R. Cressey, Principles of
Criminology .(Philadelphia: J. B..Lippincott Co,,,1964),
chapter 7; Ralph, Schwitzgebe 1, Street-k^orher Research
(Caitibridge-, Mass.; Harvard University Pres^, 1964) r; Clifford
Shaw and Henry McKay, Juvenile Delinquency and Urban Areas
(Englewood Cliffs, N. J.; Prentice-Hall, Inc., 1942), pp.
440-446; Robert Winslow, Society in Transition (New York;
The Free Press, 1970), pp. 290-291.
2ciifford R. Shaw and Henry D. McKay, "Social Factors
in Juvenile Delinquency," Report on the Causes of Crime,
(March, 1931), 276.
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that the delinquent is influenced, not by one condition
but by many conditions. Though delinquents abound in
every strata of society, this study will be concerned
with those in the lower strata. The study will, however,
stress one cause of delinquency.
This frame of reference is closely related to the
sociopsychological theory of Arthur Beeley. Prom an inter¬
disciplinary point of view, Beeley states in his theory
of delinquency that the conduct of a person at any one
time represents an equilibrivim or balance between the
(1) expressive force of his own impulses, and (2) the
repressive force of social control. For the iftajority of
law-abiding persons in a given society these forces are
in a positive equilibrium; but in the case of the offender
a negative imbalance exists between (1) and (2). Beeley
grouped the factorswhich contribute to this negative
imbalance into two categories: (1) the factors which
enfeeble social Control—the inadequate functioning of
the family, the school, the legal processes or other
institutions of social control within a society; and
(2) the factors which enfeeble self-control—those physical.
6
psychological and physiological handicaps, innate or
acquired, which prohibit an individual from functioning
normally,^
This researcher decided to study the relationship
between family disorganization and delinquent behavior
because of the•significant role that the family plays in
the life of an individual. The family is the childs first
socialization agency; therefore, it exercises a great
2
deal of control. In fact, in almost all societies the
family is the major vehicle for the transmission of the
values of the larger society. In the family, ideally the
child learns the basic biological as well as social
controls expected of all persons in the society; the basic
language and motor skills, as well as the values and beliefs
3
expected from members of his group.
^Arthur, L. Beeley, "A Sociopsychological Theory of
Crime and Delinquency," The Problems of Delinquency, ed.
Sheldon Glueck arid Eleanor Glueck (New York: Harper and
Brothers, 1959), pp, 229-235,
^Hurlock, OP. cit., p. 217,
^Alvin W. Gouldner and Helen P, Gouldner, Modern
Sociology (New York: McGraw-Hill Book Company, 1963),
p. 505.
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For this study, delinquency will be viewed as
the result of insufficient social control - i,e., control
in the family. Nye has developed the following schema
for classifying the methods of social control which a
family may exercise:
1, Direct control—It is imposed from without by
means of restriction and punishment. Its effective¬
ness in relation to the child is found only when
he is in the home or under the authority of
adults,
2, Internalized control—It is exercised from
within through conscience on the part of the
individual to desire to act within the norms
of society.
3. Indirect control—It is related to the affectional
identification between parent and child. This
type of control is possible only when there is
an affectional relationship existing between
parent and child.
4. Availability of alternative means to goals
and means—This category refers to the extent
to which the family goes in order to satisfy
'the need^ of the child'within the family as
well* as outside the home.^
The effectiveness of these forms of control are
dependent upon the degree of organization within the
family. If relationships are poor because of various
inadequacies, it is possible that the disorganized family
is incapable of exercising any of the means of social
Nye, op-cit., p. 217.
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control. Without this control, it is possible for the
child to feel independent to do as he desires, even though
his desires may be contrary to the mores of society.
Family disorganization may be defined as the "breakup of
a family unit, the dissolution or fracture of a structure
of social roles when one or more members fail to perform
adequately their role obligations."^ This definition
• * ■ *• *. * T . " V
implies not only a physically broken family but also one
in which all the members might be present buy psychologi¬
cally separated as far as emotional support is involved.
Therefore, if the conditions of the home are unfavor¬
able and the emotional needs of the child are not met, he
looks elsewhere for satisfaction. The outcome of his
guest, in many instances, may involve some form of
deviancy. Although there are other agencies of sociali¬
zation, the family is indispensable for the individuals'
formation of a "self." Research has shown that the
familial environment of delinquents is often characterized
by disorganization.
The structure of the family itself does not cause
delinquency. For example, the fact that a home is broken
William Goode, The Family (New York: McGraw-Hill
Book Company, 1967), p. 95.
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does not cause delinquency; it is just that it is more
difficult for a single parent to provide material needs,
direct controls, and other important elements of family
life. The actual attitudes and relationships affecting
control are, considered the crucial factors, -but these
are more concentrated in closely structured families than
in other type family groups,^
Research emphasizes approximately six categories
of family disorganization found to be unusually prevalent
among delinquents. They are:
1. Homes in which children are exposed to lewdness
and criminal activities at an early age.
2. Homes in which unsatisfactory interpersonal
relationships exist.
3. Homes in which one parent has a physical or
mental disability,
4. Homes socially or morally maladjusted because
of differences in race, religion, conventions,
and standards, or an immoral situation,
5. Hanes under economic pressures due to socio¬
economic status and the employment of the
mother.
6. Structurally broken homes in which either one
or both parents are absent owing to death,
desertion, separation or divorce or commitment
to an institution of some type, such as prison
or a mental hospital.2
%ye, OP. cit., pp. 23-68,
^Nye, OP. cit., p. 34.
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The hypotheses to be tested are founded on three
of these categories: family structure, economic pressures,
and unsatisfactory interpersonal relationships.
Statement of the Problem — This study seeks to
determine whether any significant relationships exists
between family disorganisation and delinquent behavior
among black adolescents in Birmingham«..Alabama. It tests
the following hypotheses: (1) though a broken home does
not cause delinquency, a larger number of delinquents
come frcxn broken homes than from unbroken ones; (2) unsatis
factory personal relationships - embracing such intricate
and potently influential factors as poor marital adjust¬
ment, acceptance-rejection matrix, parental disposition,
value agreement between parent and child, parental
discipline — are found more frequently in the homes of
delinquents than those of nondelinquents; (3) socioeconomic
pressures contribute significantly to delinquent behavior.
It is difficult to measure such an entangible as
unsatisfactory interpersonal relationship. Nonetheless,
its effects may be seen as operative in the behavior of
a child or youth who turns, for example, to his peer group,
a favorite teacher, or some other individual outside his
family circle for emotional support or ego satisfaction.
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Socioeconomic pressures weigh heavily upon the
lower income groups—those trapped in a culture of poverty
whose incomes confine them to ghettos; whose lives are
barren because their low educational achievement as
well as lack of money precludes their participation in
broad socialization experiences or.cultural activities;
who may reject their unwanted offspring because of
economic frustration; and who may fail to rear their
children within the generally accepted norms of behavior
because of their own unawareness of such norms.
Subjects for this study were selected frcxn the black
general adolescent population. Those who had been pre¬
viously committed to institutions were excluded because
of "labels" attached to them and because of influences
which might be drawn from the fact of their commitment.
However, the general population is not "nondelinquent,"
even though no history of institutionalization exists
in their case.^ Subjects are described as delinquent
according to the scale used in this study. Emphasis is
directed toward factors in the life of the adolescent that
influence his behavioral patterns — the relationships
between him and his family.
■-Nye, 02.. cit., p. 10.
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Limitations and scope of the study. — This study
is limited further to the type of relationship which exists
between specific patterns of family disorganization and
delinquent behavior of black adolescents. Though many
diversities are inherent in. this problem, and though it
may be approached from many points of view, the.writer
uses an unidimensional one, inasmuch as such a point of
view is useful in explaining some phase of the problem.
Moreover, the family presents a matrix of social and
personality factors that extends beyond the parent-child
2
relationships studied. Finally, generalizations will
refer to sample respondents and not to the entire black
adolescent population of Birmingham.
Related Literature. — Much existent literature is
relevant, therefore useful. Most of the studies already
made have special reference to official delinquents; all
of them focus on sane aspect of family disorganization
as it is related to delinquent behavior. This is true
of an unofficial study made in Atlanta, Georgia in 1961.




past ten years, the writer hopes to detect such changes
have occurred, the findings in this study may show the
family unchanged, but will also update the findings of
previous studies.
As far as the writer can ascertain, few studies
exactlylike this have been made, and none^in Birmingham/
using a random sampling of black adolescents.
The hypothesis that the broken home and delinquency
are related has been emphasized in recent research litera¬
ture. The earliest claims, such as those of Shideler,
were based solely on estimates of the proportion of broken
homes in the general population as compared to the propor¬
tion among delinquents. Findings of such studies as
Shideler's show higher percentages of broken homes among
delinquents, from 34 to 62 percent, contrasted with the
14 to 17 percent for the general population.^
Using a more scientific method for the study of
broken homes, Hodgkiss used as her subjects a group of 362
^E. H. Shideler, "Family Disintegration and the
Delinquent Boy in the United States," Journal of Criminal
Law and Criminology XV (January-February, 1918), pp.
709-732.
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delinquent girls in Chicago, They were matched for age
and nationality with the same number of school girls who
lived in identical ecological areas. Defining broken
homes as those from which one or both parents were* absefot,
Hodgkiss found that 67 percent of the delinquents, but only
45 percent of the nondelinquents came'from'such homes,^
Healy and Bronner, after studying some 4,000 cases,
both in Chicago and Boston, found that "normal parental
conditions existed in only a little over half Of the
2
cases in each city.” They concludes "Certainly broken
homes conditions exist more often in the background of
3
delinquents than is average for the general population."
One of the most careful investigations concerning
broken homes as the explanation for delinquency, conducted
by Shaw and McKay reaches a somewhat different conclusion.
From their experience as probation officers, they suggest
^Margaret Hodgkiss, "The Delinquent Girl in Chicago-
The Influence of Broken Homes and Working Mothers."
Smith College Studies in Social Work, (March, 1935), 259-74.
^William Healy and Augusta Bronner, op. cit., p. 122.
^Ibid., p. 208.
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that the formal break in the family may not be so crucial
as the cumulative effects of family discord. In fact,
it is possible, they further suggest, that where there is
great tension, an actual break may prevent the occurence
of certain types of problems,^
RubihV.emphasizes the importance of the family in
the socialization of the child. He asserts that juvenile
delinquency is a result of the family's failure to satisfy
the basic needs of children for security, status, and
the opportunity for a full, normal life. The immediate
responsibility for meeting these needs rests in the hcane,
upon the parents. Delinquency is viewed as symptomatic
of both a child and a family in trouble. If a parent has
not been able to provide properly for his children, if
he has not been able to supervise them adequately, clearly
that family needs help. If it is clear or reasonably so
that "broken home" is an important factor contributing to
delinquency, courts make earnest efforts to keep families
together.
Ivan Nye compiled his studies of the relationship
between the family and delinquent behavior after conducting
^haw and McKay, op. cit., p. 276,
2 .Sal Rubin, Crime and Juvenile Delinquency (New York,
Oceana Publications, Inc., 1966), pp. 39-41.
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an extensive investigation on the adolescent population
in the state of Washington. The present study is closely
related to Nye's because both have the same general
field of inquiry; i.e., both are interested in specific
aspects of the adolescent's familial environment as it
relates to his behavioral patterns. Basically the same
method of procedure was employed in both studies.^
Harry M. Shulman siimmarizes the role of the family
in contributing to delinquency. Based on various studies,
Shhiman concludes that the/broken ,homo i^ an important
concomitant of juvenile ,delinquency, , A ccanplete family
consisting of father, mother, and children is essential
to the development of a balanced and socially adjusted
personality. Also, his findings show that family disorga¬
nization was universally characteristic of the family
background of delinquents. He further concluded that
juvenile delinquency is more than a formal breach in the
conventions; it is indicative of an acute breakdown in the
normal functions of family life,^
Emerson also discusses how broken homes are
significantly correlated with delinquency. He views
^Nye, OP. cit., p. 11,
2
Harry M. Shulman, Juvenile De1inquencv in American
Society (New York: Harper and Row, 1966), pp. 390-391.
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adverse home environment as a basic element in the
construct of a delinquent cover, assumes that such a
cover may be predicted if it is demonstrated that "something
is wrong in the home." To provide a remedy for the ill,
in cases of parental neglect courts give custody over
children involved to the state. Parental neglect in
this context, means that the parent is felt to be unable
or unwilling to provide the kind of attention, supervision
or affection a child needs if he is to develop normally.
Emerspn feels,that if no,easement is provided in such case^,
the child will grow up uncared for, uncontrolled, and
' ' -i .
perhaps even warped in personality by the treatment received
at the hands of his parents.^
The Gluecks found considerable evidence pointing to
the forces of disruption in the families of the delinquents
being greater than those making for cohesion. This study
is related to that of the Gluecks in that the Gluecks
placed considerable importance upon the familial environ¬
ment of the studied groups.
Findings in their comparative study of delinquents
and nondelinquents from the same type of neighborhood.
^Robert M. Emerson, Judging Delinquents (Chicago:
Aldine Publishing Company, 1967), pp. 128-128.
18
of the same age and intelligence, showed a lower propor¬
tion of disorganized families in the backgrounds of the
nondelinquents than in those of the delinquents. The
nondelinquent families evinced strong affectional ties
among family members, shared joint interests, took pride
in their homes, and felt themselves to be "one for all
and all for one,” Such a pervasive attitude of solidarity
was found in less than two in ten of the families of the
delinquents,^ as compared with six in ten of the families
of the nondelinquents. Thus, the delinquents were fat
more deprived of the-qualities; that are both expressive
of loyalty to the blood group and supportive of the indi¬
vidual in his sense of security and devotion than were
the non-delinquents.
It was also found, acco^ndg to standards set forth
by the Gluecks, that the delinquents grew up in far less
stable family settings than the nondelinquents. The
measure of household instability was determined by the
number of removals of a boy from the particular family
group of which he was naturally a part, that is, the
home of his parents or, in the event of disruption of the
19
home because of death, desertion, divorce, separation,
and the like, the home of the remaining parent, usually
the mother,^
The Gluecks developed some important prediction
tables to enable the interested or concerned person to
spot the potential delinquent early. They deal with five
highly decisive factors in family life: affedtion of
the mother for the child; affection of the father for
the child; supervision of the child by the mother;
discipline by the father; and cohesiveness of the family,
2
and measure each factor by degrees.
Also of significance is Clyde Vedder's study of the
relationship, between family disorganization and delinquent
behavior. ' Vedder-discusses delinquency as the product of
a broken home. As a preventive means of delinquency, he
stresses the importance of a stable and secure family,
the primary determinant of a child's behavior patterns.
He further asserts that the failure of the family to
^Sheldon Glueck and Eleanor Glueck, Delinements in
the Making (New York, Harper and Brothers, 1952), pp.
53-60.
2
Glueck and Glueck, Unraveling Juvenile Delinguencv,
pp. 112-112, See Also Glueck and GlueOk, Delinquents
and Nonde1inquen ts in Perspective.
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adequately exercise social control over the child has
resulted, in many cases, in delinquency.^
Redder, op. cit., pp. 63-70.
21
CHAPTER II
SOURCE OF DATA AND METHOD OF PROCEDURE
The data.—The source of data marshalled for this
study was an eleventh grade class at one of the black
high schools in Birmingham, Alabama,;.* Questionnaires
were administered anonymously to all students present
on the appointed day* Th© test was not-giyeii a second
time, in order to preclude the gathering of unreliable
data.
The rather common practice of researchers into the
problem of delinquency of using groups frcm institutions
as sources of data was rejected for several reasons.
First, the general population of adolescents is not
entirely "non-delinquent" — as already noted —^ even
though not institutionalized.^ Second, the data, it was
hoped, would reveal specific patterns of family disorgani¬
zation among the general adolescent population related to
delinquent behavior. Third, it was hoped that the data
would show whether or not the adolescents' behavior resulted
^Nye, OP. cit., pp. Vii, 10.
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from these patterns. A final, and perhaps even more
serious objection is stated by Nye "...the institutiona¬
lization process of numerous arrests by police, temporary
confinement, parole, and institutionalization itself
usually involves a series of traumatic experiences for the
adolescent as well as the parent which are very likely to
reorient the feelings of each toward the other and may
transform the entire* family structure and attitudes."
The particular eleventh grade class chosen was in
a school conviently close to the writer. The students
were representative of the general black adolescent popu¬
lation of Birmingham who seemed to exemplify behavior
patterns typical of maturing adolescents, and whose
responses might be expected to be candid. Furthermore,
they were literate enough to understand the questionnaire.
Finally, they were of an age to be cooperative, if their
2
interest was roused and their anonymity protected.
Method of Procedure.—The research instriment used




many advantages. It can often be administered to large
numbers of individuals simultaneously and with a minimum
of explanation.^ The impersonal nature of a questionnaire
its standardized wording, standardized order of questions,
standardized instructions for recording responses - insures
2
some uniformity from one measurement situation to another.
Another advantage is that respondents may have greater
confidence in the anonymity of the instrument, and thus
fee 1 freer to, express views they fear itiight be disapproved
of or might get them into trouble.
After several conferences with the principal of the
school, who in turn discussed the questionnaire with the
eleventh grade counselors, it was decided that the question
naire would be administered in a general;testing area.
Students were svimmoned to the testing area without advance
notice. The investigator and the counselor explained to
the students that a questionnaire would be administered
to them for. the purpose of gathering data for a research
paper the investigator was preparing to write at Atlanta
University. They were assured that the principal had




given his permission for the investigator to interview
them in this manner, and that their identities would be
rigorously protected.
Both the counselor and the investigator read the
directions, and made sure that each student understood
what was required of him. After the two hundred and
seventy-six respondents had cdnpleted,the forms, each
! ' i; " - ‘ • .
.
. M.-V V _ ■ ■ , ■ . ■ ■ ■ . .
one placed his own in a sealed contained as he left the
area. 'V ■
Fifty-two of the total niamber of respondents were
defined as "most delinquent." The thirty-six boys were
defined as delinquent because they adm±ted violating at
least five of the seven items used to scale such behavior.
According to Nye, girls admit to fewer violations than
boys. Therefore, his suggestion that delinquent behavior
for girls be determined on the basis of the number and
frequency of the rules violated within the group was
followed; sixteen girls were defined as "most delinquent."
Because a small percentage of girls f^l into this category,
four of the seven items plus any of the four additional
items which they admitted were included in their score.
Two basic analyses, chi square and correlation are
used to determine the patterns of family disorganization
25
and delinquent behavior, Chi square tests the significance
of differences between the "least" and "most delinquent"
groups. The "most delinquent" group is matched in age
and sex with a like group of "least delinquent" respon¬
dents, "Least delinquent" boys admitted from none to
three violations; "least delinquent girls, none to two.
Correlatibn tesfs the significance of the relationship
*
" ,' ' ‘ ‘ ' I '
between the different categories of family disorganization
and delinquent behayioj;. Case^ in which-the statistical
value was too small to interpret the relationship are
analyzed on the basis of observation and interpretation.
26
CHAPTER III
FAMILY STRUCTURE, ECONOMIC PRESSURES
AND DELINQUENT BEHAVIOR
The focus in this chapter is twofold: the relation¬
ship between family structure and delinquent behavior,
and between socioeconomic pressures and delinquent
behavior.
Criminologists generally recognize that a larger
number of delinquents come frcmi broken homes than from
unbroken ones, but are by no means in agreement as to
the etiological inferences to be drawn from the simple
fact,^
Barker, finding a high statistical correlation
between broken homes and delinquency^ suggests that both
may result from other variables;^ and the Gluecks hint
that emotional Stability may be .the villain of the piece,
%ye, OP. cit., p. 37.
Gordon H. Barker, "Family Factors in the Ecology
of Juvenile Delinquency," Journal of Criminal Law and
Criminology. 30 (January-February, 1940), pp. 681-691.
q
Glueck and Glueck, Unraveling Junvenile Delinquency,
pp. 123-125.
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Children from broken homes, found so very often in
correctional institutions, seem to be guilty of slightly
more acts of delinquency during their high school years
than those from unbroken homes. On the other hand,
children frcmi broken homes seem to be sent to institutions
far more often than other children, Nye, on this basis,
implies differential reaction to the delinquent behavior
of such children on the part of law enforcement and judi¬
cial agencies, perhaps on the part of parents and the
general public as well.^
Neither the McCords^ nor Nye^ find any differences
in the incidence of delinquency between children whose
homes were broken before they were five years old and
those whose homes were broken later in their lives; and
Hirschi's findings»indicate that children living with both
parents up to their fifth year are as likely to have
committed delinquent acts- as those separated from one or
both parents during the same period.^
^Nye/ op. cit., p. 41,
William McCord and Joan McCord, Origins of Crime
(New York; Columbia University Press, 1959), pp, 198-199.
3
Nye, OP. cit., p. 71.
"^Hirschi, op. cit., p. 87.
28
These considerations lead to a question of the
control theory. Is attachment to a parent as efficacious
as attachment to both parents in preventing delinquent
conduct? It may be that a boy strongly attached to his
mother is unlikely to be delinquent regardless of his
feelings toward his father, that attachment to both parents
adds little to the pattern of control. If this be true,
then the one-parent family is virtually as efficient a
delinquency curbing institution as the two-parent family,
contrary to expectations intrinsic to the direct control
theory.^
That the proportion of boys from broken homes commit¬
ted to institutions is greater than that in the general
population is undeniable, and the proportion increases
at each stage Of adjudication.' But another point must be
raised -*the self-report technique. Authorities for the
most part iigree that the self-report' technique bf reporting
crimes reveals differences in behavior among children from
broken and unbroken homes to be so slight as to have little




What of delinquent behavior in middle class or
affluent communities? in such communities the offender
is often labeled "patient" instead of delinquent ~ on
which euphemism rests the discrepancy between lower-class
and middle-class recorded delinquency.^
In the United States, about fourteen percent of
children under eighteen live in families not composed of
both parents.2 Death probably accounts for five times
as many breaks in families as all other causes combined.
Obviously, the older the children, all other things
being equal, the greater the probability that the home
will have been broken. A.break in the family may tend to
3
diminish its function as a socializing agency.
Finally, studies indicate a range of from thirty
to fifty percent of broken homes among delinquents;^ this
^Victor Eisner, The Delincfuencv Label; The Epidemio¬
logy of Juvenile Delinquency (New York: Random House, Inc.,
1969), p. 105.
^Metropolitan Life Insurance Company. "Statistical
Bulletin," (February, 1970), p. 5.
3
Donald R. Taft and Ralph W. England, Jr., Criminology
(New York; Macmillan Company, 1964), p. 142.
^See Glueck and Glueck, Delinquents and Nondelinquents;
Stiel, OP. cit., pp. 188-205.
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range seems to be accounted for, not by the fact of the
broken home but by the reasons for the break as well as
by the age of the child when the break occurred.
Analysis of the figures in Table 1 supports the
null hypothesis: there is no significant difference in
the family structure of adolescents described as "least"
or "most" delinquent.
Table 2 shows that the relationship between broken
homes and delinquency is significant for girls, though
hot for boys - findings which,agree with the contentions
of both Nye^ and Cohen.^
It seems reasonable to conclude that certain
emotional props in an unbroken home tend to deter girls
more often than boys from delinquent behavior, perhaps
because girls usually remain in the home longer and are
more emotionally attached to the home than boys. However,
in a home in which a step-parent is present, the parent-
child relationship may be less intimate - a circumstance
^Nye, OP. cit.. p, 71.
^Albert K. Cohen, Delincment Bovs: The Culture of
the Gang (New York: Macmillan Col, 1955), pp. 37-41.
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TABLE 1
BROKEN HOMES AND DELINQUENT BEHAVIOR
Family Status Most Delinquent Least Delinquent
Broken homes 28 20
Unbroken homes 24 26
Totals 52 46
Chi square = 1.47 (insignificant)
3a.BLE
BROKEN HOMES AND DELINQUENT BEHAVIOR ACCORDING TO SEX
Most Delinquent
Family Status Girls Boys
Least Delinquent
Girls Boys
Broken homes 12 14 6 11
Unbroken homes 4 22 14 15
Totals 16 36 20 26
For gitls: chi square =7.2
For boys: chi square = .28 (insignifieeuit)
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that could lead to less control, especially if the step¬
parent is hesitant to exercise, and the child to accept,
direct control.^
As regards the effects of birth order on the behavior
of adolescents, recent studies offer a rather impressive
array of evidence that the middle child is most likely
2
to commit delinquent acts. There seem to be good reasons:
oldest and youngest children appear to have closer rela¬
tionships with parents. Also, the eldest child assumes
or is given more responsibility in the family, especially
for the conduct of younger siblings. The middle child,
it appears, receives less parental attention.
Because, responses shown in Table 3 reveal no, signi¬
ficant ^relationship between ordinal position and delinquent
behavior, it appears that chance rather than position in
the family plays the more significant role in influencing
behavior among the youngsters who cooperated in this
study.
^Nye, op. cit., p. 43.
^Ibid. See also McCord and McCord, op. cit., and
Glueck and Glueck, Unraveling Juvenile Delinquency, p. 120.
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TABLE 3
BIRTH ORDER AND DELINQUENT BEHAVIOR
Birth Order Most Delinquent
’





In-be tween / ; ,18, ■ -'
Youngest 11 14
Only child 8 9
Totals 52 46
Chi square = 1.56
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Family size.—There is considerable theory and
research related to family size. The results of research
on family size have been remarkably consistent in one
respect, showing that as family size increases, the
likelihood of delinquency increases.
Explanations of this relation, however, are virtually
as numerous as the studies reporting it: "The size of
the delinquent's family...seems to have interested nearly
all investigators; but it would hardly be argued that
this was a direct cause of delinquency,- Its significance
(if it has any), must lie in its association with other
factors such as social status, intelligence, or over¬
crowding."^
In relation to size of family: it is reasonable to
conclude that crowding in the home means increased
competition on the part of the children for parental
attention, more likelihood of emotional strain, tension,
friction, and less privacy, with resulting sexual and
2
other emotional trauma.
Barbara Wootton, Social Science and Social Pathology
(New York, Macmillan Company, 1959), p. 84.
^Glueck and Glueck, Unraveling Juvenile Delinguency,
p. 120.
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Family sociologists have come to believe that
interaction and emotional involvement are more intense
in smaller families. Closer parent-child affectional
ties should, in turn, result in more effective indirect
controls and, perhaps, more effective internalization
as well.^
Difference in family size is probably more closely
related to internal and indirect than to direct controls.
The null hypothesis follows: There are no
significant differences in the family size of the "most”
and "least" delinquent groups. The present data (Table 4)
indicate that there is no significant relationship between
family size and delinquent behavior among the groups
studied. To say a child will inevitably become a delinqu¬
ent because he is from a large family, is neither factual
nor reasonable. However, the statement has significance
when other variables such as overcrowding, poor housing
conditions, early cessation of education, bad neighborhoods,
and early employment are included.
SPCio-economic status and delinquent behavior.—Most
attempts to elucidate the relationship between juvenile
^Nye, OP. cit., p. 37.
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TABLE 4
FAMILY SIZE AND DELINQUENT BEHAVIOR




5 or more 28 20
Totals 52 46
Chi square = 1.47 (insignificant)
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delinquency and socio-economic level indicate that delin¬
quency is primarily a phenomenon associated with lower
4. 1economic strata.
These studies have used court records, police files,
and other official records of delinquency. These bases
are adequate, within certain limitations, for an exami¬
nation of "official delinquency," but are unreliable as
an index of "delinquent behavior" in the general popula-
4.- 2tion.
Estimates of the extent of delinquent behavior in
the general population.indicate that such behavior may
be more evenly distributed in the various socio-economic
strata than official records would lead one to believe.
Shulman found that college students commit far more
delinquent acts than those that come to sight, and that
these acts are as serious as those which bring other
Ernest W. Burgess, "The Economic Factor in Juvenile
Delinquency," Journal of Criminal Law and Criminology and
Police Science, 43 (May-June 1952), pp, 29-42; Shaw and
McKay, OP. cit.; Shulman, op. cit., p. 129,
2sophia M. Robinson, Can Delinquency Be Measured?
(New York, Henry Holt and Company, 1936); Henry D. Sheldon,
"Problems in Statistical Study of Juvenile Delinquency,
quoted in Edwin H. Sutherland and Donald R. Cressey,
Principles of Criminology.
^Shulman, op. cit., p, 129,
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young people less fortunate economically into court.
Wallersstein and Wyle report that ninety-nine percent of
the individuals in one upper income group admitted two
or more offenses.^ Short's research also bears testimony
that delinquent and criminal behavior is by no means
restricted to lower income groups."^
To determine the relationship, if any, between
socio-economic status and delinquent behavior, the occu¬
pation of the,father has been used as an index pf the
socioeconcanic level of the delinquent. ' Research has shown
that this measure has the following advantages, as summed
up by Nye:
1. Occupation correlates highly with other
criteria of class and status position such
as subjective class ratings, and others.
2, Occupation so permeates the lives of those
engaged in it that it is related not only to
income but values, attitudes, and goals as
well as setting, to a certain extent, the
social relations among societal members.
^Jamd^ S. Wallerstein and C. J. Wyle, *'Our-Law-
Abiding Law Breakers," Probation, 25 (April, 1947), pp.
107-112, cited in Nye, o£. cit., p. 37.
2james f. Short, Jr. "A Report on the Incidence of
Criminal Behavior, Arrests, and Convictions in Selected
Groups," Proceedings of the Pacific Sociological Society.
XI (December, 1954), pp. 110-118, cited in Nye, op. cit.,
p. 24.
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3. Using occupation as a criterion of socio¬
economic status makes possible the correlation
of a child's delinquent behavior with the
socio-economic level of his immediate family
rather than that of a demographic area in which
he lives.
4. Data on the occupation of the father are generally
more accurately obtainable from adolescents
than are data on income, years of schooling
of the parents, value of the home, rental, and
other items with which the adolescent may not
be familiar.^
Concerning the disparity between official delinquents
and those in the general population, Cohen declares: "If
many delinquents of upper-class children fail to find
their way into the police and court records, the same is
apparently true also of many delinquents oi working-class
children, and conceivably even more true." Nye, studying
the relationship between the socioeconomic status of
institutionalized boys and the "most" delinquent in the
general population, declares that delinquent behavior
does not occur differentially according to socioeconomic
status,^
%ye, OP. cit., p. 25.
^Cohen, OP. cit., pp, 37-41.
^Nye, OP. cit.. p. 86.
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In light of these authoritative statements, it is
valid to take the argument further, from low socioeconomic
status to poverty, and assert that poverty, even, does
not, of itself, create a delinquent. Low standards of
conduct and neglect of children exist in well-to-do
families in suburbia. Delinquency seems to be rising in
the suburbs; consensus is that causes are basically the
1
same there as in the sltmns.
Sow may an apparent contradiction be recondiled?'
It is avowed that the combined impact of poverty, failure,
and isolation among black .youth has resulted in a disastrous
delinquency and crime rate. Blacks represent a third of
all youth in training schools for juvenile delinquents.
Therefore, it is alleged that more blacks commit crimes,
an allegation based solely on arrests and institutional
population statistics. Staples, however, makes the point
that such data are unquestionably biased against blacks,
who are arraigned more often than whites.^
It cannot then, be substantuated that blacks (who
are often poor) are more delinquent than whites. It is
^Glueck and Glueck, Delinquents in the Making,
pp. 26-27.
^Robert Staples, The Black Family (Berkeley:
University of California Press, 1971), p. 316.
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safe to avow, as Eisner does, that the type of family
likely to have delinquent children is also likely to be
poor,^
This portion of the study seeks to determine whether
there is a relationship between the socioeconomic status
of the "most" and "least" delinquent groups among a
specific sample of delinquent black adolescents. To
obtain necessary data for determining status, the occupa¬
tion of the fater, was used as an index, ^The following types
of occupation'are,engaged i,h by fathers bf respondents:
(1) unskilled and Sbitti-skilled labor (sanitation work,
restaurant cook); (2) skilled labor and crafts (house-
pa:j.nting and carpentering) ; (3) white collar and small
business (Newspaper writing, owning and operating of
service station); (4) professional and large business
(teaching, interior decorating).
The null hypothesis pastulates: there is no signi¬
ficant difference in the socioeconomic status of the "most"
and "least" delinquent groups. Table 5 ^|iows that the
relationship is insignificant in the sample taken for this
^Eisner, op. cit., p. 66.
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TABLE 5
DISTRIBXJTION OF MOST AND LEAST DELINQUENT
ADOLESCENTS BY SOCIO-ECONOMIC STATUS
Socio-economic Status Most Delinquent Least Delinquent
Unskilled-semi-skilled 22 20
Skilled labor-craftsman 6 8






No fathers 15 10
Not given 4 2
Totals 52 46
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study. It is very interesting to note that fifteen most
delinquent children have no fathers, as compared to ten
least delinquents who are fatherless. This is not a
wide enough gap to make a difference in the hypothesis,
other factors being equal. The adolescent's own interpre¬
tation of his economic status is more likely a determinant
of his behavior.
Working mothers and delinquent behavior.--Close to
half of mothers with children between six and seventeen
. i. ' ...
are working (45.7 percent). That employment of mothers
will continue and increase is hardly debatable; what is
not known is the effect of employment on their children,
their own personal adjustment, and their relationship to
their husbands. To say that the above consequences are
not know is not to say that nothing has been written about
employed mothers. The fact is the literature is consi-
2
derable.
The employed mother is ofen made the scapegoat for
family problems of all kinds. This assessment often
results in guilt feelings among employed mothers, and the
^Gladys E. Harbeson, Choice and Challenge for the
American Wanan (Cambridge, Mass.: Schenkman Publishers,
1967), p. 164.
^Nye, OP. cit., p, 53.
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provision of a convenient scapegoat may discourage investi¬
gation of other variables related to personal and
familial maladjustment.^
Investigators have used carefully controlled tests
to determine the effects of maternal employment on children
in various socioeconomic strata. They have concerned
themselves with such specific indicators as symptons of
anxiety. Anti-social behavior, school adjustment,
intelligence scores. They have concluded that maternal
employment as such appears to be of no importance as an
2
influence on the lives of children. Personality
characteris tics of! the mother, the nature' of, subs titute
care, social class, rural-urban differences, and whether
or notta mother enjoyes-her work are each statistically
more significant than the simple dichotomy working -
not working.^
At least two studies suggest that "to the extent
that a mother's working may have implications for her
^Ibid., p. 54.
^Based on P, Ivan Nye and Lois W. Hoffman, The
Employed Mother in America (Chicago, Aldine Publishing
Company, 1963).
^I^arbeson, op. cit., p, 166.
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children 'these' may be different for the two sexes,"
that is, more favorable for girls than boys, a fact which
appears to be connected with the devaluation of the
father's role in the family.^
Among the more unexpected findings is that
employed mothers show a significantly better adjustment
to their children than do unemployed mothers.
The inescapable conclusion, on the basis of careful
studies, is that most children, given necessary physical
care and emotional stability, adjust themselves without
difficulty to the conditions in which they find themselves.
Nor do the findings of this study, shown in Tables
6 and 7, offer any evidence for rejecting the null hypo¬
thesis, There is no significant difference between the
"least" delinquent and "most" delinquent respondents attri¬
butable, tb the employment of the mother, , '
The only notable difference in patterns of
behavior is evident among children whose mothers work part
time: three are described as "most" delinquent, as compared
to fourteen "least" delinquent, and these figures are not
significant.
Delinquents then, are not created by family structures,
by poverty, nor by maternal employment.
^Ibid.
TABLE 6
DISTRIBUTION OF MOST AND LEAST DELINQUENT ADOLESCENTS
ACCORDING TO THE EMPLOYMENT STATUS OF THE MOTHER
Employment Status Most Delinquent Least Delinquent
Full time 20 16
Part time 17 18
Unemployed 15 12
Totals 52 46
Chi square = .37 (insignificant)
; TABLE 7
EMPLOYMENT STATUS OF THE MOTHER AND
MOST DELINQUENT BEHAVIOR














That such forces as family disorganization and
socioeconomic pressures, commonly held to be underlying
causes of delinquency, do, in fact, play no significant
role in influencing behavior has been reasonably established,
Pastulating that when familial environment is characterized
by tension and conflict resulting from unsatisfactory
interpersonal relationships, there is a breakdown in the
affectional ties between parent and child, which leads to
diminishing social control, this chapter seeks to discover
if there is, in fact, significant correlation between
unsatisfactory interpersonal relationships and delinquent
behavior. -7;,'
Poor Marital adjustment and Delinquent Behavior.---
Poor marital adjustment is usually characterized by
various manifestations of dissension, which, in turn,
create tension. Clearly a hostile atmosphere can offer
no advantages to anyone concerned, let alone to children;
and in this respect the advantages may well be on the
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side of the family broken legally or physically,^ Indi¬
cations are that in hcsnes where animosities exist between
parents, children feel insecure, anxious, fearful of
family breaks. Anxieties may be related to neurotic or
no-goal-directed crime.
In a social control frame of reference, poor marital
adjustment gives rise to a train of ills: the adolescent;
finds the home so unpleasant that he escapes frcaa it as
opportunity arises,; removing himself from'direct parental
guidance and supervision. He is then beyond both internal
control and direct social control. These may be a deterio
ration of respect and affection for one or both parents.
Thus, the presvimptions are that in homes in which
adjustment between parents is good, adolescents are more
likely to feel secure and prefer to spend their time in
the home. When they sense a united front on important
issues, they are more likely to like and respect parents,
and to be more amenable to authority.
The two dimensional role of parent-child and mother-
father is also important in the spectrum of familial
^See William J. Goode, After Divorce (New York:
Macmillan Company, 1956), pp. 329-330; J. Louise Despert,
Children of Divorce (New York: Doubleday and Co,, Inc,,
1953), pp, 95-169; Nve, Family Relationships, p, 48.
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relationships, if the mother-father role is not supportive,
confusion for the children may result, or a situation
created in which they may play off one parent against the
other. The lack of respect generated by such a situation
may result in rebellious behavior and loss of social con¬
trol.
That delinquents are less likely to be closely
bound to their parents than nondelinquents is a well
documented finding in social research.^ The child unattended
to his parent is more likely to look to others, perhaps
his peers, for emotional satisfaction.
Nye's findings exhibit a significant linear rela¬
tionship between frequent parental quarrels and delinquent
behavior for girls, a finding consistent with social control
theory; but no significant reiationship-for/boys. This
fact is- not ? surprising because, of; the .role of the family: . *,
in the lives of each. Girls are,'normally, "more closely-
restricted to the home. Consequently, more of their
needs must be supplied by the family.
^To cite a few: Glueck and Glueck, Unraveling
Juvenile Delinquency. p. 64; Sutherland and Cressey, op.
cit.. pp. 225-228; Nye and Hoffman, The Employed Mother
in America.
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Plotting the distribution of delinquent behavior
in relation to marital relations on the basis of a three-
item parental interaction score, this writer found that
poor marital adjustment is not Significantly related to
delinquent behavior, when this yardstick applied to the
behavior of black adolescents in this study.
The data show that there is a wide discrepancy
between favorable and unfavorable marital relations for
both groups; that a small number of each group fall in
j
the intermediate category; and that a relatively large
number in both groups are from homes in which only one
parent is present.
The acceptance-rejection matrix and delinquent
behavior.—In the past, parent-child relations as a factor
in delinquent behavior have been considered almost exclu¬
sively in terms of the parent's attitude toward the child.
Presumably this is important, but its. importance Is
exaggerated if only children who are institutionalized
rather than all who commit delinquent acts are studied.
In fact, some children are institutionalized, not because
of the nature of their crimes, but because they have no
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The generalized attitude of adolescent toward the
parent is logically related to social control. Through
intimate and continuing contacts, parents become the most
crucial agents in the internalization of the mores, if
the child rejects the agent, it appears unlikely that the
internalization process will be effective insofar as the
parent is involved.
Indirect controls, or those which the child exercises
because of a desire to please or reluctance to hurt or
disappoint the parent, are clearly related to his acceptance
or rejection of the parent. The child possessing a strong
affectional identification with the parent is extremely
reluctant to hurt the parent or the parent's image of
himself. Conversely, the child who definitely rejects the
parent may indulge in delinquent behavior with deliberate
intent to hurt. * ^
AS already'noted, the role of the family is important
in helping the child to develop his "self," Bell goes
so far as to say that the American family now has only two
basic functions; "first, the primary socialization of
children so that they can truly become members of the
society into which they have been born; second, the stabi-
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lization of the adult personalities of the population of
the society."^
The significance of the relationship between
parental rejection and delinquent behavior was measured
on Nye's "parental rejection" scale. Chi square was
used to test the significance of difference between "most"
and "least" delinquent groups.
Findings (Table 9) indicate a significant relation¬
ship between parental rejection and delinquent behavior.
Therefore, the null hypothesis: there is no significant
relation between parental rejection and delinquent behavior,
is rejected. The conclusion is that parental rejection
does lead to undesirable reactions and delinquent behavior.
The response distribution among the "most delinquent"
group, discloses,a,significant relationship between behavior
in this group and parental rejection. The findings (Table 10)
reveal that parental rejection is related Insignificantly,
but negatively, to "most delinquent" behavior in girls.
However, when tested for boys, parental rejection is related
negatively and significantly to "most delinquent" behavior.
^Norman Bell, A Modern Introduction to the Family.
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TABLE 9







Most accepting 6 9
Intermediate 40 54
Most rejecting 54 37
Totals 100 100
Chi square = 8.4 (significant)
TABLE 10
MOST DELINQUENT BEHAVIOR AND PARENTAL REJECTION
X
’
: • ■ Y- R
Delinquency^ scores
0f the mos t de1in-:
quent girls





of the most delin¬
quent boys




For girls; r = -.28
For boys: 4 = -.43
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TABLE 11







Most accepting 10 22
Intermediate 42 56
Most rejecting 48 22
Totals 100 100
Chi square =16.2 (significant)
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Findings (Table 11) present further evidence for
rejecting the null hypothesis. The children who feel
most rejected by their parents, or who reject their
parents, 48 percent, are the "most” delinquent; of the
"least" delinquent, 22 percent feel most accepted or
accept parents most. The 56 percent of those in the
intermediate group is quite high as compared to 42 percent
"most" delinquent. A reasonable conclusion then, is that
the child who feels rejected or who rejects his parents
also feels*free to disregard parental restrictions.
The difference in the response distribution led to
another test: the significance of relationship between
the "most deGLnquent" group and parent-child rejection.
Our findings (Table 12) reveal that there is a significant
relationship between rejection and delinquency among the
girls. However, a negative and insignificant relationship
was found between the two groups for boys. It can be
concluded that acceptance has more significance for girls
than for boys. These findings are somewhat different from
those of Nye, who says that the effectiveness of direct
controls, those of restriction, supervision, and punishment,
are least affected by affectional identification with parents.
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TABLE 12
MOST DELINQUENT BEHAVIOR AND CHILD REJECTION
X Y R
Delinquency




















Evasion of and actual rebellion against direct controls
might be expected to be less frequent, however, in cases
in which there is an accepting relationship toward parents.^
Among the group studied, then, there is a significant
relationship between the acceptance-rejection matrix and
delinquent behavior.
Parental disposition and delinquent behavior.—The
dispositions of parents play an important role in direct
^social control. Authorities seem to agree that: affactional
.identification with parents who are consistehtly moody,
irritable and nervous, though not impossible, is less
easy than with parents who are cheerful, even-tempered,
and easily pleased. The correlation between acceptance
of parents by adolescents and attitude toward parental
disposition supports this claim. Parental disposition
is also closely related to need-fulfillment. Parents
with "good" dispositions facilitate affectional identi¬
fication, as well as provide a pleasant home environment
for their children and their children's friends. Moreover,
cheerful, even-tempered parents are "easier to live with,"
and adolescents are more willing to spend time with them.
^ye. Family Relationships, p. 71.
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Few delinquent acts are committed in the presence of
parents.^ Finally, parents with "good" dispositions
are more likely to be their children's confidants.
Interpersonal relationships are weak when the
family appears disorganized because of poor parental dispo¬
sitions. Under such circumstances, the child probably
feels more secure when away from his parents. Thus,
social control is lost, because the parents cannot then
offer psychological support when the temptation to commit
a criminal act. becomes ,irrest:ible. ,
A "parental disposition" scale developed by
Nye was used to measure parental dispositioh for this
study. Chi square is the statistical test for the null
hypothesis: there are no significant differences in the
parental disposition among the "most" and "least" delin¬
quent groups.
Fiddings (Table 13) void the null hypothesis. The
largest group of least delinquent respondents come from
parents of good dispositions (46 percent); the smallest
group (26 percent) from parents of poor disposition. Other
figures also meet expections. The Chi-square test is
also significant.
^Ibid., pp. 12, 118.
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TABLE 13











Chi square = 14.0 (significant)
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Value Agreement and Delinement Behavior.—^Values
are referred to as a hierarchy of desires or wishes, both
positive and negative,^ representing ideal situations.
Adolescents as well as adults have their own values, and
parent-child differences in values might lead to conflict,
especially when alternative values are provided by the
peer group, teachers or other adults.
Our cultures provide our value systems; if parents
and children are of different cultural backgrounds, there
may be conflicts.
Davis suggests two additional sources of value
conflict; extremely rapid social change which produces
significant cultural change within a generation, and
differences in conceptions of ideal behavior between
adolescents and adults.^
In the presence of a major value conflict, it is
highly improbable that the adult can exercise indirect
controls, either by serving as a conforming model or
through adolescent desire to please the parent or to avoid
^Ibid., p. 127.
^Kingsley Davis, "The Sociology of Parent-Youth
Conflict," American Sociological Review, V (August, 1947)
pp. 523-525.
62
hurting him by delinquent behavior. Internal controls,
too, are increased if the child has absorbed the values
of his parents.^
Blaine, however, sees some value in non-confd|miity
or rebellion, as helpful to the developing adolescent in
his groping toward adulthood. He takes the position
that some defiance helps to free the individual and at
the same time teaches him that limits on impulses are
necessary. Learning this lesson, he can begin to build
his own limits and develop his own value system.
There must, however, be a nice discrimination in
the nature of the disagreement; otherwise there may be
a breakdown in communication between child and parent
3
that will negate the good sought for in such a case.
The parent-child agreement scale is used here to
test the significance of differences between our "most"
and "least" delinquent groups. The null hypothesis is:




Graham B. Blaine, Jr., Youth and the Hazards of
Influence. (New York: Harper & Row, 1966), p, 84,
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TABLE 14
VALUE AGREEMENT AND DELINQUENT BEHAVIOR
Value Agreement Most Delinquent Least Delinquent
Closest agreement 9 21
Intermediate 20 13



















For girls: r = -.05 (insignificant)
For boys: i = -.51
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between the two groups. Findings (Table 14) indicate a
significant relationship. The difference (chi square
statistical test) is significant, therefore the null
hypothesis is rejected.
Differences in the response distribution of the
two groups led to a further test, to determine significance
of relationship between the ''most” delinquent group and
value agreement. Findings (Table 15) indicate a negative,
but insignificant relationship among girls; a negative,
but significant,relationship for boys. It is clear, then,
that in general there is a significant relationship
between value’agreement and delinquent behavior. The
differential, logically, seems to stem from differences
in attitudes toward parents as evinced by girls and by
boys.
Interpersonal Relationships and Delincfuent Behavior.-
With what has this chapter so far been concerned, if not
with interpersonal relationships, the type of rapport
which exists between human beings, in this case between
adolescents and their parents? Researchers more or less
agree that affectional bonds between parents and children
are patent influences in the socialization process.
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Attachment to parents is, however, a central
variable in the control theory, and the differing explana¬
tions of this factor are inherent in the theory. Even
so, the emotional bond is pres\amably the bridge across
which pass parental ideals and expectations, and the
deterrent to unsocial acts.
The crux of the matter is whether or not the child
"feels" the presence of his parents when confronted by
temptation. If the ties are strong enough, the assumption
is that the child is less likely to copmit delinquent ^cts,
not because his parents actually restriot his activities,
» ” . ' ' ' Ii.
but because he shares his activities with them; not because
his parents actually know where he is, but because he
perceives them as aware of his wherabouts,^
Do these theories hold true in the case of the
adolescents on whose responses data were gathered for this
study? The expectation is that they will, that there will
be a significant difference in interpersonal relationships
between the "most" and "least" delinquent groups.
Findings in this respect were contrary to expectations.
To determine the relationship, the respondents were classified
^See Bell, op. cit,, p. 255; Glueck and Glueck,









Always or frequently 35 28
Intermediate 48 54
Most frequently 17 18
Totals' ,100 ■ ;: » < 100
Chi square = 1.26 (insignificant)
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on the basis of their total scale score and divided into
categories of "always" or "frequently," "sometimes" and
"seldom" or "never." Chi square was used to test the
significance of difference between "most" and "least"
delinquent (Table 16). There is, as the chi square test
shows, no significant difference in the two groups. This
fact does not totally eliminate the possibility that
satisfactory interpersonal relationships may play some
part in controlling the behavior of these adolescents.
Srane measure of rapport is Indicated by the large per¬
centage falling in the intermediate category.
Parental Discipline and Delinquent Behavior.—It
is almost platitudinous that the parents should be the
strongest disciplinary force in the lives of the children.
Discipline, its nature and its effects on delinquency,
is a part of many sociological studies.^
Nye has found discipline to be related to delinquent
behavior by affecting each of the elements of social
control. He feels that if too restrictive, the adolescent
may be prevented from meeting his recreational and asso-
ciational needs in his peer group; if absent or inadequate
^Glueck and Glueck, Unraveling Juvenile Delinquency,
p. 113.
68
he is lacking a portion of direct control over his actions
outside and inside the family. If the parents make no
demands or make no effort to enforce their demands,
the child lacks not only external controls over his
behavior, but also a clear cut pattern of clear-cut
expectations to which his parents obviously attaclc^
importance, and which might be important in his persona¬
lity development? if unfair it may be associated with
an ambivalent or negative attitude toward the parent,
thereby reducing parental control.!
Parents should continually remind adolescents of
the necessity-for conforming to laws and regulations,
societal and familial; and should also provide a rationale
2
for behaving within the framework of these curbs.
The same techniques were used to measure the rela¬
tionship of discipline and delinquent behavior as were
used for all other phases of this study. On the basis
of chi square, the null hypothesis: there is no significant
difference in attitudes toward parental discipline between
"most” and "least" delinquent groups is rejected,
















Chi square = 29.40 (significant)
TABLE 18
PARENTAL DISCIPLINE AND MOST DELINQUENT BEHAVIOR
X Y R
Most delinquent Total score for -.79
girls delinquency parental disci-
scores pline scale
Most delinquent Total scores for -.14
boys delinquency parental disci-
scores pline scale
For girls: r = -.79
For boys: r = -.14 (insignificant)
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Findings shown in Table 17 led to a further test
to determine whether there is a relationship between
"most" delinquent behavior and parental discipline.
Findings (Table 18) similar to those of Nye, reveal a
negative but insignificant relationship among boys; a
negative and insignificant one for girls.
The role of pvinishment in delinquent behavior has
been accepted primarily as direct control over the indi¬
vidual; however, if it involves partiality, unfairness
or child rejection, it may not only be ineffective as
direct control, but also reduce indirect and internal
controls. Parental discipline should be related to low
delinquency. However, it has a differential influence
upon various individuals. Therefore, it may be concluded
that the degree of delinquency which is significantly
related to parental discipline is dependent upon the




The purpose of this study was to investigate the
significance of the relationship - if indeed any relation¬
ships exist - between family disorganization and delinquent
behavior.
The difference between this study and most others
on juvenile delinquency is that it used black adolescents
from the general population, specifically black adolescents
in an eleventh grade class in a high school rather than
institutionalized adolescents and/or official records
as subjects.
To test the validity of the relationships between
family disorganization and delinquency, and to limit the
study, three of six categories of family disorganization
supposedly representative of the delinquent adolescent's
familial background were selected. A scale developed by
Ivan Nye was used to test the significance of relationships
between delinquent behavior and three categories of family
disorganization: family structure, economic pressures,
and unsatisfactory interpersonal relationships.
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Data was gathered by administering to the subjects
a two-part questionnaire designed to measure family
disorganization and to measure delinquent behavior.
Findings do not differ significantly from those of
most researchers into the problem of delinquency; they come
closest, perhaps, to those of Nye.
Analyses revealed no significant differences between
the “most" and "least" delinc[uent groups in our study
so far as family structure - number in family, number
of siblings, position in family, absence of one parent -
were concerned.
There was no significant difference in the behavior
of the two groups. However, broken homes were found.to
be significantly related to "most" delinquent behavior
among girls.
There were no differences in the two groups* that
can be predicated on birth order, family size. These
factors are significant only when other variables, such
as overcrowding, poor housing, early cessation of education,
bad neighborhoods and early employment are included.
Insignificant differences were discovered when the
test was applied to socioeconomic status. Not all children
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who are poor commit delinquent acts. The adolescent's
interpretation of his economic status seems to determine
whether he feels it is significant in influencing his
behavior patterns.
There was no difference in the behavior of the "least"
and "most" delinquent groups regardless of the employment
status of the mother, leading to the conclusion that
the employment of the mother is important only in terms
of the child's own definition.
Significant differences were not found in the
behavior of the two groups when tested for relationship
between poor marital adjustment and delinquent behavior;
however, our data indicated that a proportionately large
number of both groups came from homes in which marital
adjustment i£ favorable.
Significant differences were found in the two
groups when the rejection matrix test was applied. The
differences were significant between the sexes, also.
Parental rejection is related to delinquent behavior among
girls insignificantly, but negatively; among boys, signi¬
ficantly but negatively. A logical conclusion is that
rejection is a sufficient cause for delinquent behavior.
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Parental disposition seemed a causative factor
in delinquent behavior, as did lack of value agreement,
to a less extent.
Ther® was a negative but insignificant relationship
between parental discipline and "most" delinquent behavior
among boys; a negative but significant one among girls.
Findings in this study revealed no significant
differences in behavior between "most" and "least"
delinquent groups stemming from poor interpersonal rela¬
tions ,
The role of the family is to socialize the child
so that he can function adequately, and to aid him in
the development of his personality. When the family is
disorganized, it is difficult for the child to gain a
clear understanding of his role.
Our findings indicate that the disorganized family
is characteristic of the delinquent group. Therefore,
when the family is disorganized, there is little or no
socialization.
The conclusions drawn by Nye on the basis of a
study among white subjects in the state of Washington;
by the author of a study in Atlanta, Georgia, among a
group of black subjects; and by the author of this study
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do not differ in essence. Family disorganization and
consequently, delinquent behavior, is not limited to
any one social class nor to any one section of the
country. Family disorganization, moreover, is characteristic
of the backgrounds of delinquents in the general popula¬
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APPENDIX
The youth of a community are, in many respects,
the most important element of the community, A great
deal is written and said about your age group, but much
of it is not based on facts. This study is intended to
supply many important facts about what young people of
your age, feel, think and do. Youth are, in many respects,
the most important assets of any community. Much of what
is said about your age group is not based on facts. This
study is intended to supply some important facts about
what young people of your age feel, think and do. You
will not place your name on this questionnaire, and
no attempt will be made to identify you through your
answers. Please give the facts or your honest opinion
on every question.
Directions:
1. Read each question carefully once, then
answer to the best of your ability,
2. Place an X squarely in the blank by your
answer.
3. If you wish to comment on any item, write
in the margin next to the item.
4. Some questions refer to parents. Answer these
for whomever you usually live with. For
example, if you usually live with your step¬
father or uncle, answer the father questions
for them.
5. Remember, this is not a test. What you think
and do are the data of this research.
1 . How old are you?
2. Encircle your sex. Male Female
3. With whom do you ordinarily live? (1) Father and
Mother , (2) Mother and step-father , (3)
Father and step-mother , (4) Mother only ,
(5) Father only , (6) Foster parents ,
(7) If none of these. Who? .
4. In your family are you (1) the oldest ,
(2) in between_j , (3) the youngest ,
(4) an only child ,
5. How many children are there in your family including
yourself? (1) One , (2) two , (3) three
(4) four , (5) five , (6) six , ,
(7) six , (7) seven, , (8) eight ,
(9) nine or more ,
6. What is your father's occupation? .
7. What is the occupation of the male head of the house
where you live? -
8. Does your mother (or step-mother) ordinarily work
at a job for money? (1) No , (2) Yes, part-time
, (3) full time , (4) No mother^^ _ ;
9. From what you have observed, would you say that your
parents are: (1) completely happy in their marriage
(2) Generally happy and satisfied , (3) Happy
about some things, unhappy about others ,
(4) More happy than unhappy , (5) Very unhappy
and dissatisfied .
10. My parents quarrel (get mad): (1) Very often
(2) Often , (3) Sometimes , (4) Seldom(5)__ .
11. My parents disagree (but don't get mad): (1) very
often , (2) Often , (3) Sometimes
(4) Seldcan , (5) Never .
12. Do you enjoy letting your parents in on your "big"
moments? (1) Very much , (2) Often , (3)
Hardly at all , (4) Not at all .
13. Do you enjoy talking over your plans with your parents?
(1) Always , (2) Usually , (3) Scanetimes ,
(4) Seldom
14. Where you are concerned, do you think "What my parents do
not know won't hurt them? (1) Always , (2) Usually
, (3) Sometimes , (4) Seldom , (5) Never
15. Have you ever felt ashamed of your parents? (1) Often ,
(2) Sometimes , (3) Once in a while , (4) Seldom
, (5) Never .
16. Do you enjoy doing extra things to please your parents
that you are not required to do? (1) Often ,
(2) Sometimes , (3) Seldom , (4) Never .
17. If it were possible to change real parents into ideal
parents, what would you change? (1) just about every¬
thing , (2) A large nxmiber of things ,
(3) A few things , (4) One or two things
(5) Nothing .
18. Do you confide in your parents, when you get into some
kind of trouble? <1) All problems (2) Most ,
(3) Some , (4) Pew , (5) None .
19. Do you feel rebellious around your parents? (1) Always
, (2) Often , (3) Sometimes , (4) Seldom
, (5) Never .
20. In general, do you feel that you get a "square deal"
with your parents? (1) Always , (2) Usually ,
(3) Scxnetimes , (4) Seldom (5) Never
21. Do you think "Oh, what's the usei" after you have tried
to explain your conduct to your parents? (1) Often ,
(2) Sometimes , (3) Seldom , (4) Always ,
(5) Never .
22. Are you interested in what your parents think of you?
(1) Very much , (2) Hardly at all , (3) Somewhat
_, (4) Not at all .
My parents are interested in what I do: (1) Always
(2) Usually , (3) Sometimes , (4) Seldom
, (5) Never .
23.
24. My parents ridicule my ideas: (1) Never (2) Seldom
, (3) Sometimes , (4) Usually , (5) Always
25. My parents encourage me to discuss my problems with
them: (1) Always , (2) Usually (3) Sometimes
» (4) Seldom , (5) Never .
26. I think my parents show more interest in my brothers
and sister than they show in me: (1) Always ,(2)Usually , (3) Sometimes , (4) Seldom
, (5) Never , (6) More , (7) An
only child .
27. I think my parents have my best interests at heart:
(1) Never (2) Seldom , (3) Sometimes ,
(4) Usually (5) Always
28. Other parents tend to show more interest in their
children than my parents show in me: (1) Completely
agree , (2) Partially agree , (3) Equal
interest , (4) Partially disagree (5) Com¬
pletely disagree .
29. My parents praise me when I do well: (1) Always ,
(2) Usually , (3) Equal interest (4) Seldom
, (5) Never .
30. Do your parents ever seem to wish you were a different
sort of person? (1) Very often (2) Frequently
, (3) Sometimes . (4) Often , (5) Never
31. Do you think your parents try to understand your
problems and worries? (1) Never , (2) Seldom(3)Sometimes (4) Often , (5) Always
32. My parents say and do things that make me feel that I
am not trusted: (1) Very often , (2) Frequently ,
(3) Sometimes , (4) Seldom , (5) Never
33. How often do your parents lose their temper with you?
(1) Very often , (2) Frequently , (3) Seme times
, (4) Seldom , (5) Never .
34. How much of the time are your parents cheerful? (1) Always
, (2) Usually , (3) Sometimes ,
(4) Seldom , (5) Never .
35. Are your parents every moody? (1) Always_
, (3) Sometimes , (4) Seldom
(5) Never .
(2) Usually36.How easy is it to get your parents upset? (1) Very easy
, (2) Fairly easy , (3) Rather difficult
(4) Very difficult_
37, When someting goes wrong which had nothing to do with
you, do your parents "take it out” on you? (1) Very
often , (2) Usually , (3) Sometimes
(4) Seldom , (5) Never ,
38, How difficult is it to please your parents? (1) Very
often , (2) Quite difficult , (3) Fairly
easy , (4) Very easy ,
39, On the importance of a college education I agree with
my parents: (1) Completely agree 2, (2) Mostly agree
, (3) Mostly disagree , (4) Completely disagree
40, On the impottance of religion I agree with my parents:
(1) Completely agree , (2) Mostly agree ,
(3) Mostly disagree , (4) Completely disagree
41, On the importance of good sportsmanship, I agree with
my parents: (1) Completely agree , (2) Mostly agree
, (3) Mostly disagree , (4) Completely
disagree
42, On the importance of being clean, I agree with my
parents: (1) Completely agree , (2) Mostly agree
, (3)Mostly disagree , (4) Completely
disagree .
43, On the importance of "pull" in helping a man to get
ahead in the world, I agree with my parents: (1) Com¬
pletely agree , (2) Mostly agree , (3) Mostly
disagree , (4) Completely disagree .
44, On the importance of being honest, I agree with my
parents: (1) Completely agree , (2) Mostly agree
(3) Mostly disagree , (4) Completely disagree
On the importance of working hard, I agree with my
parents: (1) Completely agree , (2) Mostfy agree
(3) Mostly disagree , (4) Completely disagree
45.
46. On the importance of saving money, I agree with my
parents: (1) Completely agree , (2) Mostly Agree ,(3)Mostly disagree , (4) Completely disagree .
47. In general on what is right and wrong, I agree with
my parents: (1) Always , (2) Usually ,
(3) Sometimes , (4) Seldom , (5) Never ,
48. I ask for advice about dating from my parents: (1) Always
, (2) Frequently , (3) Sometimes ,
(4) Seldom , (5) Never .
49. When thinking about a future job, I ask advice from
my parents: (1) Never , (2) Seldom _, (3) Some¬
times , (4) Seldom, , (5) Never .
50. When I have questions about sex, I ask for an explana¬
tion from my parents: (1) Always , (2) Usually ,
(3) Sometimes (4) Seldom , (5) Never .
51. When I do not understand things about religion, I
ask for an explanation from my parents: (1) Never ,
(2) Seldom , (3) Sometimes , (4) Seldom ,
(5) Never[ .
52. When I have trouble doing my school homework, I ask
for help from my parents: (1) Always (2) Frequently
, (3) Sometimes , (4) Seldom ,
(5) Never ,
53. Do you go to other people outside the family for advice
rather than to your parents: (1) Seldom or never ,
(2) Sometimes , (3) Frequently , (4) Always
54, I am severly punished by my parents: (1) Very often ,
(2) Frequently , (3) Sometimes , (4) Seldom
. («) Never .
55, When my parents punish me they are fair about it:
(1) Always . £t2) Sometimes , (3) Frequently
, (4) Seldom , (5) Never ,
56, Do you or would you like to "talk back" to your parents?
(1) Always , (2) Usually , (3) Sometimes
, (4) Seldom , (5) Never .
57, With respect to discipline, do you think your parents
discipline you more severly than other parents discipline
their children? (1) Never , (2) Seldom ,
(3) Sometimes , (4) Usually , (5) Never .
58, With respect to discipline, do you think your parents
are more lenient with your brothers and sisters than
with you? (1) Always , (2) Usually ,
(3) Sometimes , (4) Seldom , (5) Never ,
59, I am punished when I don't deserve it by my parents:
(1) Very often , (2) Fairly often , (3) Some¬
times , (4) Seldom , (5) Never ,
60, When I am older, I will discipline my children the
same way my parents discipline me: (1) Completely
agree , (2) Partially agree , (3) Disagree
, (4) Strongly disagree ,
II
Recent research has found that everyone breaks some
rules and regulations during his lifetime. Some break
them regularly, others less often. Below are some fre¬
quently broken. Check those that you have broken since
beginning grade school.
*1, Driven a car without a driver's license or permit?
(Do not include driver training courses) (1) Very often
, (2) Several times , (3) Once or twice
, (4) No .
*2. Skipped school without a legitimate excuse? (1) No
, (2) Once or twice , (3) Several times ,
(4) Very often .
3. Ever disobeyed your parents? (1) Very often ,
(2) Several times (3) Once or twice ,
(4) No .
4. Had a fist fight with one other person? (1) No
(2) Once or twice , (3) Several times _,
(4) Very often .
. Ever told a lie? (1) Very often , (2) Several times
, (3) Once or twice , (4) No .
5
*6 ,9. "Run away" frcan home? (1) No , (2) Once
(3) Twice , (4) Three times , (5) Four
times , (6) Five times , (7) Over five times
7. Been placed on school probation or expelled from school?(1)No , (2) Once or twice , (3) Three or
four times (4) Five or six times , (5) Over
six times .
•i.
♦8. Defied your parents' authority (to their face)?
(1) No , (2) Once or twic*+ , (3) Several
times , (4) Very often .
9. Driven too fast or recklessly in an automobile?
(1) Very often , (2) Several times ,
(3) Once or twice , (4) No .
*10. Taken little things (worth less than $2) that did
not baling to you? (1) No , (2) Once or twice
(3) Several times , (4) Very often .
*11. Taken things of medium value (between $2 and $50)?
(1) Very often (2) Several times (3) Once
or twice , (4) No .
*12. Taken things of. large value (over $50)? (1) No ,
(2) Once or twice , (3) Several times ,
(4) Very often .
13. Taken things that you really didn't want that did not
belong to you? (1) No , (2) Once or twice ,
(3) Several times , (4) Very often .
14. Taken part in "gang fights"? (1) No , (2) Once
or twice , (3) Three or four times ,
(4) Five or six times , (5) Over six times .
15. Taken a car for a ride without the owner's knowledge?
(1) No , (2) Once , (3) Twice , (4) Three
times , (5) Four times , (6) Five times ,
47) Over five times ,
"Beat up" on kids who hadn't done anyting to you?
(1) Very often , (2) Several times , (3) Once
or twice , (4) No .
16.
*17, Bought or drunk beer, wine, or liquor? (Include
drinking at home.) (1) No , (2) Once or twice(3)Several time , (4) Very often .
18. Hurt or inflicted pain on someone else just to see
them squirm? (1) No , (2) Once or twice ,
(3) Several times , (4) Very often .
*19, Purposely damaged or destroyed public or private
property that did not belong to you? (1) Very oftdn
, (2) Once, (3) Several times _,
(4) No ,
*20, Used or sold narcotic drugs? (1) No
(3) Twice , (4) Three Times
(5) Four times , (6) Five times
five times .
21. Had sex relations with another person of the same sex?
(1) No , (2) Once or twice , (3) Three or
four times , (4) Five or six times , (5) Seven
or eight times , (6) Nine times or more ,
*22, Had sex relations with a person of the opposite s4x?
(1) No , (2) Once or twice , (3) Three or
four times , (4) Five or six times ,
(5) Seven or eight times , (6) Nine times or
more ,
23, Gone hunting or fishing without a license (or violated
other game laws)? (1) No , (2) Once or twice




*Denotes scale for measuring delinquent behavior
